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r1s. T_,o :.~· i e .l\cker 
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Sixth & Walnut Streets 

-CONHDENlflU. 
Phil<:t.'delphia, P~ 19106 

Dear 1'1s. Acker= 

. l\ttache1 ypu will ·find two report's detailing· the 
results of sam1~ling conducted :last year at the "former State 
Road facility o-E He tal Banlc of Arne rica. 

The sam!?ling •1'/as con·.:luctc3d under a' court m:-:ler obtained 
by the former operata~ of the site, Versatile ~etals . . ~he 
role that I and my contractor Versar playei· wa~ si~ply to .. 
observe the sam.pl i ng and r.~.cce9t cu:3 tody of split samples 
o1')tained 'oy Versat-ile • s consultant, 'Hoodward-Clyde (!t~CC). I 
also attempted to assure that the 8ampling was carried out 
in a manner. that was · orot<~ctive of public health and the 

~ ·~ 

environment. 

The following points should oe noted: 

~ Versa·tile s:pecified the s::~.mpling locq.tions on site, 
presumably where they expected to Eind resi~ual ?CR 
contamination. The si ·te ~tas not randomly sampled. 

• Versatile only took samples and analyzed soil materir.~.ls 

tl'/hich appeared contam~n::tted. Thus, ·even at the non..-random 
locatiohs samples were not taken randomly. Indeed~ WSC used 
n. field. :?CB an::tlysis tech~i.qll<:! to ·l.etermine whsre a.nd v1hat 
to sample. 
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• Versatile sampling procedures were poor. Cross 
contamination of ·samples is probable. 'l'his is more fully 
doc~mented at page lOff of the Versar report. 

• The site is covered vlith asphalt. Versatile has 
contaminated the asphalt in certain locations, albeit ~t a 
low level, by its poor 'procedures. See p.l6ff of the. V.ersar 
report. It should be noted that the levels of contamination 
are acceptable and limited in area. The areas unaffected by 
Versatil::! 's sampling activities are uncoq.taminated·. 

The attache:i table refle~ts the result of the an,alyses 
of "split". samples. J\.s canoe seen, there is little 
correlation. Given the problems not<,;d earlier, this is no ·t 
surprising. 

The sampling does demonstrate that ·t.ui.der some3 areas of _ 
the asphalt, there are PCBs. .'t'he studi-es at the site ;. 
con£ irm that the site does not represent _a r:islc t.o the 
public health .;tnd the .environment. Each route of poten·tial 
exposure and release i~ analyzed as follows: · 

• Fire and Ex~losion ~ot possible. 
• ~ir Emissio~s - Not possible, all PCRs under ~n 

asphalt cover. PC~s are not volatile. 
o ~urface Water - Sita is completely ~urheJ and 

covered. ~here is no run bf£ to surface waters. 
• Ground ~ater - ~esting shows no groundwater 

immediately under the site~ 'l'esting shows no evidence of 
non-aqueous ~has~ li~uids whic~·tould migrate down to 
groundwate-r. The on-site wt':!ll s·ho.,.rs no sign oE 
contamination. ••lith the impennea1)le cover there is no 
infiltration to carry c~ntamination, even if PC3s were 
soluble in water. · 

.. Direct contact.. 1'he site is f.enc<~d and guar:ied so 
.the-re i.s no pu"olic access" to the site. Even employees at 
the site do not have any direct contact ."based u:;>on the 
background testing showing the asphalt to be .Eree of PCBs. 

Due to the fact that there is on-going litigation . 
between Versatile and :'1etal Bank, my client has requested 
that I as1< EPh to cons_ider the information supplied by 
Versar and E"""K Consultants confidential under the 
provisions of the Toxic Substances Control ~ct. ~he pages 
con·tai ni ng thi.s i nforma·tion have been ;narl<ed confidential. 

Sinc~::!rely, 


